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So the conference report was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, due to a con-
flict, | missed rollcall No. 518. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on adoption
of the conference report for H.R. 3244, the
Trafficking Victims Protection Act.

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, on rollcall No. 518, | could not be
present. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yea.”

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 518,
| could not be present. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, on rollicall No.
518, | could not be present. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea.”

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, due to sick-
ness in my family and thus the need to return
home to my district, | was unable to vote on
rollcall vote No. 518. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea” on H.R. 3244, final
passage of the Trafficking Victims Protection
Act of 2000.

————
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. KOLBE. Mr. Speaker, today the House
debated H.R. 3244, the “Trafficking Victims
Protection Act” conference report. | was un-
avoidably absent for a vote on the rule (H.
Res. 613) and the bill. Had | been present, |
would have voted “nay” on the rule (rollcall
vote No. 517) and “aye” on the conference re-
port (rolicall vote No. 518).

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
votes 514, 515, 516, 517 and 518, | was ab-
sent. | was in my district, touring flood damage
in the Presidentially-declared federal disaster
area, with the Director of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency. Had | been
present, | would have voted “aye” on each of
those votes.

—————
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(Mr. FROST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I take this
time to inquire about next week’s
schedule.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FROST. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my fellow Committee on Rules mem-
ber, the gentleman from Dallas, for
yielding.

I am pleased to announce to our col-
leagues, Mr. Speaker, that the House
has completed its legislative business
for the week. The House will next meet
for legislative business on Tuesday, Oc-
tober 10, at 12:30 p.m. for morning hour
and 2 p.m. for legislative business. The
House will consider a number of bills
under suspension of the rules, a list of
which will be distributed to Members’
offices later today.

On Tuesday, the House will also con-
sider H.R. 4205, the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001.
We are hoping in the Committee on
Rules to be able to report the rule on
that conference report out before too
terribly long. I hope my friend from
Texas will remain with us while we at-
tempt to do that.

On Tuesday, I should say there are no
votes anticipated until after 6 p.m.

On Wednesday, October 11, and the
balance of the week, the House will
consider the following measures: H.R.
4461, the Agriculture Appropriations
Conference Report; H.R. 4577, the De-
partments of Labor, Health and Human
Services, and Education Appropria-
tions Conference Report; and H.R. 4942,
the District of Columbia Appropria-
tions Conference Report. The House
will also consider any other conference
reports that may become available
throughout the week.

I thank my friend for yielding and
hope that when we do report out this
conference report rule upstairs that we
will be able to send everyone home for
the weekend.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin, the
ranking member of the Committee on
Appropriations.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I wonder if I could in-
quire, can we be assured that next
week all of the appropriations con-
ference reports will actually be in the
conference reports, or will we again
have to go through the charade that we
went through today where, if you went
to the conference report on the bill
passed earlier, you could not find one
word of the bill that was being
conferenced?

Mr. DREIER. Well, I will assure my
friend that we will not continue with
any kind of ‘‘charade’ that he thinks
may or may not have taken place. We
are going to try to proceed with con-
ference reports and have votes on those
next week.



21348

Mr. OBEY. Can the gentleman assure
us that every bill that has been
conferenced will, in fact, be found in
the conference report?

Mr. DREIER. If my friend would con-
tinue to yield, I cannot provide assur-
ance that my friend from Wisconsin
will be completely happy with the pro-
cedure that will be followed.

Mr. OBEY. I did not think so.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I have sev-
eral questions, if I may. First, I lis-
tened carefully to what my colleague
on the Committee on Rules said. I am
not sure I understood exactly one
point. Do we expect any appropriation
bills on the floor on Tuesday, or are
they only going to come up later in the
week?

Mr. DREIER. At this juncture, we do
not anticipate any appropriation con-
ference reports to be on the floor on
Tuesday.

Mr. FROST. If I could ask the gen-
tleman an additional question, when
will our business be completed for the
week next week? Do we anticipate a
weekend session?

Mr. DREIER. Do we anticipate? As
my friend knows, the Continuing Reso-
lution expires one week from tomor-
row, and we hope very much we will
have the work of the 106th Congress
completed by that time. So, at this
juncture, we hope that we will be com-
pleted by next Saturday.

Mr. FROST. Do we anticipate being
here on Saturday?

Mr. DREIER. I think it would be
great if we could finish it midweek and
adjourn sine die, but that probably will
not happen. At this juncture, we have
until Saturday, when the Continuing
Resolution expires; and it is our hope
that we will complete our work by that
time.

Mr. FROST. Should we not complete
our work by next Saturday, by the day
on which the CR expires, do we antici-
pate very short-term CRs after that?
Can we tell how long the next one
would be, if in fact the next one were
necessary?

Mr. DREIER. We will obviously want
to work closely with our friends on the
other side of the aisle and down Penn-
sylvania Avenue to bring about some
kind of resolution on that question. I
think it is too early to raise that ques-
tion, and we are all hoping that by the
expiration of the Continuing Resolu-
tion next Saturday, we will be able to
adjourn sine die.

———

H-1B NON-IMMIGRANT WORKERS
FEE INCREASE

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged
from further consideration of the bill
(H.R 5362) to increase the amount of
fees charged to employers who are peti-
tioners for the employment of H-1B
non-immigrant workers, and for other
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purposes, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah?

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, I yield to the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. CANNON),
my distinguished colleague on the
Committee on the Judiciary, for an ex-
planation and a discussion of the pur-
pose of the bill that he offers.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, this bill adds the final
piece to the H-1B legislation that we
passed earlier this week. There is wide-
spread consensus that the $500 fee for
an H-1B visa application should be in-
creased. The money collected in fees
goes toward job training for American
workers and scholarships for American
students studying math and science.
These programs will provide the long-
term solution to the shortage of infor-
mation technology workers plaguing
our economy.

H.R. 5362 raises the fee to $1,000. With
the new H-1B quota of 195,000, this in-
creased fee could raise almost $200 mil-
lion a year for job training and scholar-
ships.

The bill also exempts primary and
secondary schools and universities
from having to pay the fee. These insti-
tutions are already doing their part to
train American students for the jobs of
the future.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, as I understand the
amendment, the fee charged to employ-
ers for sponsoring an H-1B worker will
double from $500 to $1,000. I support the
increased fee, because we have a crit-
ical need to retrain America’s workers
and educate our children to meet the
demands of the new economy and to
better administer and enforce the H-1B
program.

In fact, in my view, a larger fee in-
crease may have been appropriate, in
light of the urgent need for qualified
American high-tech workers, particu-
larly in minority and under-rep-
resented communities.

The allocation of the new fee makes
the training and education of American
workers and America’s children a pri-
ority. Over half the fees will be used by
the Labor Department to provide tech-
nical skills training for U.S. workers.
Over 35 percent of the fees will go to
scholarships for low-income persons
and the National Science Foundation
competitive grants for K-12 math,
technology, and science education.

Now, it is common knowledge that
the administration of the H-1B pro-
gram by the Immigration Service and
the Labor Department could be far bet-
ter than it is. We have increased the
funds allocated to each agency so that
they can better administer and enforce
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the programs, as well as reduce the
horrendous backlogs in applications
currently faced by employers.

We will review the implementation of
the H-1B program in the next Congress,
and I fully expect to see improvements
in how these agencies handle the H-1B
program. In other words, they should
be held rather strictly accountable.

Mr. Speaker, because the fee increase
will begin to address the needs of the
American workforce, I support the bill.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CONYERS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend for yielding.

I would like to extend my apprecia-
tion to my colleagues on the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, first, for
bringing this up.

This fee increase is one which was
struck through an agreement in legis-
lation that my colleague next to whom
the gentleman is standing, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LOFGREN),
and I worked, beginning last October.

It is very important for us to recog-
nize that while just 2 days ago we were
able to pass legislation which does
bring about that increase to 195,000 the
number of H-1B visas, it is important
for us to realize the long-term solution
is to do exactly what my friend from
Michigan has said, focus on scholar-
ships for the National Science Founda-
tion, increase math and science edu-
cation at the K through 12 level, and
realize that if we are going to have a
workforce that is going to be globally
competitive, we must have them
trained and educated here in the
United States.

Until that time, we have increased
the H-1B visa level. We have had a bi-
partisan agreement to do that. It
seems to me that this legislation,
which I was very proud to introduce,
after we passed the H-1B visa bill,
along with the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MOAKLEY), the distin-
guished ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Rules, is one which we can
move immediately.

Again, I would like to compliment
my colleague, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LOFGREN), and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. CANNON) and
others who have worked long and hard
on trying to move ahead with the pack-
age.

On this issue of education and math
and science education, I specifically
want to mention the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS), who has done a
great deal of work focusing on the im-
portance of math and science training.

So I hope we can move ahead just as
quickly as possible. Again, I congratu-
late all those who have been involved
in this effort.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the gentleman
from California (Chairman DREIER).
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